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RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR INFORMATION PURSUANT TO 37 CFR 1.105 



This is in response to the Request for Information dated September 23 , 2005 in 
the above application. 

The Request for Information first asks for clarification whether the cost discussed 
in the disclosure is the cost for a business to provide the services or the cost to customers 
for using the infrastructure. As is well known, the cost of providing services over each 
link in a network is important in making routing decisions in that network. As is also well 
known, the cost to the service provider of providing services is typically related closely to 
the cost to the consumer of those services. Therefore, as described at pages 8-10, and 
generally throughout the disclosure, the costs of services described therein represent a 
cost to both the service provider and the customer of that service. 

The Request for Information next requests an example of how a is calculated. As 
discussed on pages 9-10 of the specification, a is a multiplication factor determined by a 
telephony service provider. This determination may take into consideration quantitative 



Sir: 



Page 1 of 3 



09/707,592 

factors, but it may also be based on a service provider's experience or upon historical 
values of a for a given customer segment that will result in a competitive cost being 
charged to that customer segment. As discussed at pages 9-10, if a is too low, then the 
service provider runs the risk of not valuing its services high enough and may therefore 
lose money. If a is too high, then the service provider risks overcharging for its services 
and, therefore, losing market share. 

The Request for Information next requests additional disclosure material in the 
form of an additional example as to how the calculations associated with figures 2a, 2b 
and 2c were accomplished. However, for the data presented in Table 1 and Table 2, there 
is one optimum solution to determining the routing path across the network using the 
intermediate nodes selected in the description of Figures 2a, 2b and 2c. The original 
example associated with those figures, and discussed on pages 13-16 is clear. Those 
figures and the accompanying description generally show how an optimum flow from a 
hypothetical Start point to a hypothetical Finish point through a network can be created 
by selecting an optimal path between intermediate nodes in the network. As is described 
at pages 13-16, the data transfer costs of Table 2 are used to choose the lowest cost path 
to be used first in order to transmit data across the network. Thus, the initial cost of the 
data flow is a minimum. If the ingress path of the lowest cost path is saturated, then the 
second lowest cost path is also used. Similarly, if the second lowest cost path is 
saturated, the third lowest cost path is also used, etc. Since this iterative approach only 
uses the lowest cost paths available, the resulting network path for a communication is 
optimal as each step in the iteration produces an optimal flow. 

Therefore, since there is one optimal flow corresponding to Tables 1 and 2, any 
other example would require the development of new tables. Thus, to the extent the 
Examiner is requesting the development of new tables for exemplary purposes, such an 
example is not readily available pursuant to 37 CFR 1.105(a)(3). 

The Examiner appears confused as to whether various nodes are intermediate 
nodes or source/destination nodes. However, as it is clearly shown in FIGs. 2a, 2b, and 
2c, the path between any hypothetical start node S and destination node Fin is created by 
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directed edges between the various network nodes. Each directed edge has a concrete 
start node and destination node. In the case of FIG. 2a, the directed edge between node E 
to node D, has a start node E and finish node D. Similarly, in FIG. 2b, the directed edge 
between node F and node D has start node F and finish node D. Accordingly, nodes D, 
E, F, A, B and other lettered nodes are intermediate nodes in satisfying a communication 
between hypothetical start node S and hypothetical finish node Fin. 

The Request for Information next requests all "material, bound text or publication 
and any known publications, papers, brochures, manual and press releases that describe 
how to calculate cost of bandwidth used in MPLS network." The Request for 
Information also requests a list of keywords helpful in locating material associated with 
the calculation of the cost of bandwidth in a network. Applicants have previously filed 
Information Disclosure Statements on March 12, 2001 and March 21, 2001 that listed 
several references that detailed various aspects of the design of networks, including 
MPLS networks. Applicants also filed a previous Response to Request For Information 
on May 10, 2004 that included further information as well as a list of keywords for the 
use by the Examiner. To the extent further information or keywords are requested, that 
information is not readily available pursuant to 37 CFR 1.105(a)(3). 

Allowance of all pending claims is requested. 
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